
 

Transition Wilmslow supports Cllr Suzie Akers-Smith (CEC Walking and Cycling Commisioner) in her bid to get 
Council approval for the roll out (with local consultation) for 20mph limits in residential areas, in line with  the UN, 
Wales, all London Boroughs and many other areas in the UK.  

When we write to Cllr Mark Goldsmith, he responds with a stock reply.  

While Cllr Goldsmith is at liberty of course to vote as he chooses, we are concerned that he appears to have 
misinterpreted some of the evidence underlying 20mph limits in roads where vulnerable road users (pedestrians, 
cyclists and people with disabilities) share space with motor vehicles. We asked Rod King, Chair of the 20s 
plenty campaign, to comment on Cllr Goldsmith’s response:  

 

Thank you for e-mail. Supporting improved road safety is clearly an obvious thing to do, so why am I voting 
against this motion? 

 Well, because the overwhelming evidence shows it will not work. 

There is no “overwhelming evidence”. Indeed, evidence from Warrington, Bristol, Bath, Cheshire West and 
Chester, Calderdale, Birmingham, Edinburgh and others show reduced speed and casualties from implementing 
wide-area 20mph limits. 

  

In November 2018, the Department for Transport (DfT) published the definitive report on the UK’s 20mph zones. 
Over two years they conducted an in-depth study of eleven large 20mph zones in ten UK cities. Despite costing 
several million pounds to produce, it found no evidence that widescale 20mph zones had produced ANY safety 
benefits. 

Incorrect. It was not “eleven large 20mph zones in ten UK cities”. Neither was it definitive. Most of the budget for 
the report went on qualitative analysis with very little left for quantitative statistical analysis. As a result the case 
study areas chosen were quite small. Only a city-wide schemes include were Brighton and Middlesburgh. All the 
other case studies were small and the 7 remaining case studies had less than 18 collisions per annum. They 
were simply too small for any “definitive” statistically significant outcomes. The report noted that there was 
“insufficient evidence to conclude that there had been a significant change in total collision”. This is not a criticism 
of 20mph limits but merely the extent and scale of the data collected for the report. 

There were significant failings in the report which have been challenged. 
See http://www.20splenty.org/ltt_letter_10th_may. Since publishing this letter in the Local Transport Today 
journal no response has ever been made by DfT or those involved with the report. 

The logic to this is clear. We know drivers ignore 30mph, 40mph, 50mph and 70mph speed limit signs, so are 
20mph speed signs any different? No, they are not. The DfT report found drivers quickly ignored them too. They 
found 85% of drivers broke the new 20mph limit and returned to average speeds only 1mph lower than 
previously. However, pedestrians took false reassurance from the 20mph signs and were less careful. 

http://www.20splenty.org/ltt_letter_10th_may


Consequently, the same number of accidents happened, at the same speeds and with the same outcomes for 
those injured. 

Incorrect. The 85% statistic comes from the annual DfT report on compliance levels on “free-flowing” roads. 
These are characterised by not having any features or hazards that will provide context for the speed limit. For 
20mph they comprised just 9 sites across the whole of the UK. Of these none were residential or high street 
roads. In fact the report states that the sites are “atypical” of most 20mph limits. Even so average speeds on 
those “free-flowing and non-hazardous” roads were 6mph lower than on equivalent roads signed at 30mph for 
every class of vehicle. 

Speed reductions when implementing 20mph limits will vary dependent upon pre-speeds. Streets where speeds 
are already below 20mph will show no reduction, those where speeds are higher will show a great reduction of up 
to 6mph. The average across the whole network may be 1-2mph, but they do change the nature and feel of 
streets, particularly on the faster roads. 

Speeding is an emotive issue but unfortunately, the “20 Is Plenty” campaign steadfastly refuses to even 
acknowledge this report and its obvious conclusions. Instead they continue to offer false hope to a public eager 
for a simple solution to the complex problem of speeding. 

 I am not sure if this is conflating two different reports. 20’s Plenty has always acknowledged the reports and 
provided useful and balanced critique. See :- 

http://www.20splenty.org/dft_20mph_evaluation 

http://www.20splenty.org/dft_20mph_evaluation_foundation 

http://www.20splenty.org/council_review 

http://www.20splenty.org/compliance_on_atypical_20mph_roads 

Speed is a complex issue, but with so many institutions recognising that 30mph is NOT a safe speed where 
pedestrians and cyclists mix with motor vehicles, endorsing 30mph driving by maintaining a 30mph limit on 
residential streets, high streets and other places where such mixing takes place is no solution at all. Setting a 
new reference point of what is a legal, reasonable and practical limit of 20mph is a necessary foundation for any 
attempt to provide more equitable use of road space for all road users. Note that 30kmh (20mph) limits as an 
urban/village default form a key foundational initiative by the UN and WHO for their 2nd Decade of Action on Road 
Safety 2021-2030. Default 30kmh/20mph limits will form the major message in the UN Global Road Safety Week 
in May 2021. 

Please note that I am not saying that ALL 20mph initiatives are wrong though. It is only those over wide areas 
(like this proposal) that do not work. The DfT report found 20mph initiatives are effective on a smaller scale when 
supported by police enforcement and/or traffic calming road architecture. This is why 168 UK councils have 
introduced 20mph speed zones but it is wrong for the ’20 is Plenty’ campaign to insinuate in the motion that 168 
UK councils have introduced wide-spread 20mph zones like this proposal. Instead most other councils have 
reached the same conclusion as Manchester City, Salford and most recently North Yorkshire County Council in 
concluding that large-scale 20mph zones do not make roads safer. In fact, the vast majority of accidents happen 
on 30mph main roads and these are not covered by these schemes. This is why Manchester City council who 
already has large scale 20mph residential zones has no plans to introduce any more. I think this speaks volumes 
about their effectiveness. Therefore, Cheshire East needs to avoid copying their mistake. 

This again is incorrect. The DfT report did conclude that police enforcement and traffic calming do have a further 
effect in lowering speeds. The DfT did not collect enough evidence to state one way or another the effectiveness 
of 20mph limits on the small number of sites selected. The fact is that 21m people now live in authorities 
committed to or already rolling out 20mph limits to most residential streets. 

There were specific reasons why Manchester City Council diverted funds from its roll-out of 20mph limits in its 
3rd phase. Other GM councils are continuing roll-out of 20mph limits.  

Salford is continuing to roll-out more 20mph limits. In July 2020 the council issued a Traffic Regulation Order 
setting 20mph for all the following roads :- 

http://www.20splenty.org/dft_20mph_evaluation
http://www.20splenty.org/dft_20mph_evaluation_foundation
http://www.20splenty.org/council_review
http://www.20splenty.org/compliance_on_atypical_20mph_roads


Proposed 20mph speed limit for all vehicles on the following lengths of 
road for their entire length unless stated otherwise: 

• Campbell Road 

• Morpeth Street 
• West Meade 

• Chilham Street 
• Enfield Road 

• Gorse Road 

• South Meade 

• Woodgarth Drive 

• Wyville Drive 

• Marlow Drive 

• Firswood Drive 

• Fir Road 

• Laburnum Avenue 

• Anson Avenue 

• Acacia Avenue 

• Maple Road 

• Meredew Avenue 

• Thorn Road 

• Merino Grove 

• Lakefield Gardens 

• Hattersley Close 

• Hargreaves Street 
• Arkwright Way 

• Horrocks Lane 

• Rolag Crescent 
• Nassau Drive 

• Jacquard Close 

See https://www.salford.gov.uk/parking-roads-and-travel/roads/traffic-orders/campbell-road-area/ 

Other TROs setting wide-20mph limit in 2020  include 

https://www.salford.gov.uk/parking-roads-and-travel/roads/traffic-orders/madams-wood-road-and-hulton-avenue/ 

https://www.salford.gov.uk/parking-roads-and-travel/roads/traffic-orders/dorchester-road-area/ 

https://www.salford.gov.uk/parking-roads-and-travel/roads/traffic-orders/dronfield-road-area-march-2020/ 

To say that Salford Council is not implementing 20mph limits is absurd 

 I also believe Cheshire Police will not enforce this new proposal and we clearly cannot afford to remodel every 
residential road either. So without this, I can only conclude this proposal will also fail, just like all the others before 
it. As a councillor I have a legal duty to expect any road safety initiatives we fund to work. Therefore without this 
expectation, I cannot support this motion. The balance of evidence clearly shows it is highly likely to fail. In fact it 
could easily do more harm than good. It will divert £1,000,000 away from road safety initiatives that are proven to 
work. Initiatives that will save far more lives and far more injuries than I think this proposal ever will.  

I understand that Cheshire Police will enforce 20mph limits for specific sites and that this is in line with the 
National Police Chiefs Council guidance. Note that police forces across the country do enforce 20mph, some 
very extensively. In 2018, Avon and Somerset Police issued 25,060 Notices of Intended Prosecution on roads 
with 20mph limits. I would add that councils across the country have found that residential roads do not need re-

https://www.salford.gov.uk/parking-roads-and-travel/roads/traffic-orders/campbell-road-area/
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modelling to set a 20mph limit. I would re-iterate that reports from numerous councils show that 20mph limits do 
work. Indeed the Welsh Government are setting a 20mph limit as a national default. As are the Netherlands and 
Spain. Wide-area 20mph limits provide the very best of cost effectiveness not only in road safety, but a wide 
number of other council objectives.  That is why so many councils have adopted them. 

Therefore, as this motion has been proposed in the name of road safety, I am compelled to vote against it. 

That, of course, is every councillor’s prerogative. Repeated government surveys have shown that 70% of the 
population say that 20mph is the right limit for residential roads whilst 10% disagree.  

  

Best regards 

  

Mark 

  

Cllr Mark Goldsmith 

Wilmslow West & Chorley 

  

  

  

  

From: Brian Fox <brianfox2@virginmedia.com>  
Sent: 07 December 2020 20:40 
To: GOLDSMITH, Mark (Councillor) <Mark.Goldsmith@cheshireeast.gov.uk> 
Subject: 20mph Speed Default Speed Limit for Residential Roads 

  

Dear Councillor, 

As I believe you are already aware, Susie Akers-Smith, Cheshire East Cycling and Walking Champion is bringing 
forward a motion to implement a borough wide default 20mph speed limit for Cheshire East residential roads at 
the council meeting of 16thDec 2020. 

I am writing on behalf of Transition Wilmslow to ask for your support in this matter. 

We believe: 

A 20mph default speed limit is a foundation for equitable use of public spaces for all Wilmslow residents, enabling 
safe and fulfilling community life.  It should apply on roads with possible conflicts between cars and pedestrians, 
cyclists and other vulnerable road users 

I know that cllr Akers-Smith has already communicated substantial briefing materials, so I will only note the key 
points as they apply specifically to Wilmslow: 

•  The ambition is already supported in the Wilmslow Neighbourhood plan. 

• Wilmslow, a flat and compact town, is a perfect location for active transport – walking or cycling 
- for residents 

mailto:brianfox2@virginmedia.com
mailto:Mark.Goldsmith@cheshireeast.gov.uk


• Setting a default limit of 20mph is popular, demonstrated in the recent Pownall Park 
consultation and subsequent trial.  The borough wide petition numbers over 1300 at time of 
writing. 

•  Not a blanket measure - there would be the opportunity for roads where this is not felt 
appropriate to be excluded 

 
I do hope you can reconsider your views on this 

  

Yours, 

Brian Fox  
On behalf of Transition Wilmslow 

 


